AS 1 pointed out lu .uilTIiVuiSli, 
the i'BI does not aceouat for tUe 
wound in the front of the 
Iresident’s re clc. tt is entirely 
uamentioned in the 'Surn -'.tiry 
■Heport of December 9, ISco, end 
is only hinted at in the 
Supplamentsry neport of January 
13,19 d 4, .JheiO there is an 
inaccurate reference to the 
damece to the front of the 
President's shirt, without 
reference to any underlyin'-: wour 
v;ound. It says that this "has 
the characteristics of an • 
exhit hole for a jrogectile", 
does not describe or ever, hint 
at what projectile, ■.'.•hether a 
fragment of e bullet or a frog- 
ment of bone (tmd l‘'3I fireur..*s ■ 
Expert “Qt)ort I'razier testi- 
fied he could say only that 
this was consistent .vith an 
exit only 4f no one hud touched 
the garments 1. 

Internal evidence is tliot this 
report was prepared '.vith the 
i'BI in possession ofhthe 
autopsy report, which it se-.r.ss 
to quote, yet It does not say 
of the nonfnthl inj jry what 
that rrport does and it does 
say of the rear non-fa tal 
■wound wh- t that report doe;- not 
say, that it was in the sect 
and ''had pi n tratad to a 
distance of less than a finger’ 
length" . 



